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Commissioner for Patents 
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Dear Sir: 

This Response and Amendment is filed in reply to the July 14, 2006 Office action issued in the 
above-referenced patent application, is filed within three months of the shortened statutory period set 
for response to the Office action, and is further to a telephonic Examiner's Interview with the 
undersigned Applicant's Representative on October 20, 2006. The Applicants hereby petition for a 
three-month extension of time to file the accompanying Request for Continued Examination ("RCE") 
and this Response and Amendment, and request that the necessary extension of time and RCE fees be 
charged to Deposit Acct. No. 13-3080. 

Interview Summary begins on page 2 of this paper. 

Amendments to the Claims are set forth in the listing of claims which begins on page 3 of this paper. 



Remarks begin on page 9 of this paper. 
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Interview Summary 

Applicants' representatives Christopher B. Austin and Jay Einerson of Michael Best & 
Friedrich LLP conducted a telephonic Examiner's Interview with Examiner Misleh on October 20, 
2006. The parties discussed the claims of the present application in light of the Takahashi reference 
cited against those claims in the Final Rejection mailed July 14, 2006. Further detail regarding the 
remarks made during the Examiner's Interview are provided below in the Remarks section of this 
Response and Amendment. No specific agreements were reached. 
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